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^ thttHT ^STcTT 5 RJRf> (^VJdcTl) # 3 RT 3 trP? ynMft MtfW RTR it W 

mw ^T'^f^T tl 

2.1. ^ 3 ^tcT ^roefr wtf 3 ^smr faster ^ 1 ? 24 R*m, 1998 g>t ^ 

stt^t mf^Ei f^fi air 1 ^ Rfrnr $ 3 tt^t f^w 31 wm, 2000 mt wfrfer 4 ft r# -aft 1 

.Mll^Wf £HT Rlci'^ 7 , 2002 3 ^TR ft 3 ? ^iRRT *ft *nRd 4 ft R# aft I 

2.2. TRaitfftft ft ym fa ^4 ft m 4 ft M bw ^ 4 > 41^ artem wit ft, ^ M ft 
Lj^df^ ^f- sHTI 4>Fft 4> R7RW ft fft^R 4> 4OT w ftRHT ^ 3l#l faftfof 4ft M Sjfcffi WT ftfa 4ft W. fa^ 

11 gfa i Rww , wr ?ft ^ $ wftf it %mt Mtm hr toi ^ aft fatto 

(Rfft ^ fttor fa ssfrr faf*m fa-gcR t 4 ft rr)i stct ?*rft ^ arr#q 

forawi^r stcr^^^ 1 ^rf^r ' ■ 
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2 . 3 . cRfRlR zf|WTT ft! Mail ft feTR EE 3RET4EE EE4 FE RTfmFE 4, EF 

RTET SIT fft RR4!ft4! ETE «TfTRIT RET R<4!E ^TPT ETETE 4 FE 4 e 4 4 ETfftET ET fft Hrcl'i RfeRE 

ftuHT ft 3ET4cT EET mfa fftET I ftdc|RlR> gTE EEEf ft EEFE 4 fftEE ft EEE 4, FE ETf4E>FE 4 3IR4 3TT4?T 
fftTTcp 20 fftcFEF, 200.1 4 fftmft ft sft fft ftcfftftcp gTE REE! ft EEFE if ERlfftl fftFE WEIcHIcHR) FET 4 
q?dE gTE cZRrf^RT fftET ETTRRTi REE ft! ftcTeT 44 ftft ft! REFT 4 r 4?T ft! RFfTfc! ftft Elfft? Iftdft RET EE 
4 FTE^ ftcTRfftRT g!E ESIT RRTfftcT F4ET-ET4 4 eTEft ft foTR REfRT Wft ft I 

3.1. rer! ft ftefe 4 ERifftr fftftr ft! rtf 4 ft foTR, RR4!ftft 4 24 fftmEF, 2002 ft! ret Efm 

RRft fftET SR Rrt 4 oRTETF-EFTtT ft! EETET EET SR fft fRcfft ftp'll ft RETRFT ft feTR SJRTR ERE ft! FEET 

mr-Eift if cfftr^T eee! arftrr rt4cT 3rref re 90 yRkid ft! reefer ft wi 4 Rett wtht i fe Efftm ft 
4e4 4, e!et mm 3iefet f4Ef?TE> 3TEtf4RER (ftftRftftj) 4k gFETTE fftmT reTre mkTRFTE (eererr) 4 ef 
«n4R cFTEt gR 3Fm<H EFRcf fftR 4 fft RR4!ftft 4 ETFEfm S£ETE EEE ft EkEERE ft! Rft4 ft! ftRREft ft 
3 F£e!ee ft fftn eeet 4 44 FEfftE, fft et14e>fe 4 sfjee fftET ret sr fft RE4!ftft §te er 4 fftR er e^ee 
ftf ijftETft reir 4 eire 44 ee 3it4?t fftET err i 

3 . 2 . REftrftft mm ftRHT 4 44rn ft fftR fEcmR 2003 4 eerie rt%cT fftET sr frrer ef etefe wii 
ftftRT EE 3FJFTFE REE! |R R>i4<llE?l ft! E| 4! I FFT RTEc! 4 mtfftcT ft! Esf FT^Ed FJEETf 4, REftlftft ft! mft! 
ftR eft! 4 44fm mm RTT f4?4RR tri 4 fm# 3if4R mu 4!et tmtim ft! rtt ^rft, 4 M ft! M 
m ft! ^ re4 rt4 rtrc 4 ft! rfrh re4 44 ft4R34ftT m ww ft ?rm mR-fftrft rr w rtf ft 
4!?R flHd TRfTTeT 3T4f4cT ejR4 ft! Rc>1!g 4! Rf 4! 1 

3 . 3 . TE^R 4, TRTsftM 4 RSITfMcT TRR Rl4 3 R 3 ^^ fftRT SR 44 Wf SR fft WcT TRTTcT ft RTF 

tRRTcT glf^ef fftRT RRWI 3ET ; FR RimRR 4 F^T RTRft ft! FFRT fcTRT RRT RTRRR 22 2004 ft! 3TT4?T 

trrRci fftm sr 4R fftftr fcFT rrt sr fft 4ftm trrw rm f!4rr rr f44 4 ft^R fft^i rttrrt i rrf 3tt4?t 
4, frt rioter 4 ¥FT sr fft reft ft! ftRcT 44 ftft ft! r4r ft! mftft 44! Rifftr fmft rrt 4 

RRfeT 3TTRTE RTT 90 Wfrigid ft, cFIlft, RRftftF f4RTRF ft! RFlfftR eRft Rlcft 44! r4 EF£ RR4 WT, 

^ ft! eert rr4 err r4e4r 4! fftR rr 4 I Rwfft TRftrftft 4 RsR4sif4 ertr re4 <ft 
fftRT SR, prfeTR ftR RlfftREE 4 FE ^ RR 3R4 ftft 44 *l4c||ft "PETT Rr 4! Rft ERFTT 4R RRftfftft ft! 
31^44 4 ft fft 3TRET, 2002 ft 3TT4 e 4 3Rp4f4cT ftETft 4ftFTT ft! RTl4 R3T ETTR ! RETTR RR RT[ 44 4 

Rrk !4)Ri rttrt sr 1 


4.1. FE r44ct 4, TRSftftft 4 f^eft! ftvjRT ft 4ftm ft ftTTT fftcW, 2004 4 RETR TR^R fftRT i 

4.2. RRftfftft 4 3 Tr 4 RETTE 4 ftnfcifftd f44RR fftR f: 

(i) ftwft FTE M4cr ftRTft m ^ ^ 4 fftlT T RTT t fft' "4fftR 44TT“ ft MR^eH ft feTR 

- rrt rr! ft! srft 4 fftftftr ft! rttr crrfft ftft ft Rftan err 4 fftft! mrET 34 ft! rte er! ft! srfts! 

4 RERR fftRT ETT Eft i ESRf4, fft4! Wf ft ERFE ft RRER fteff ft Rc?!5R ERR 4 r 4 2002-03 ft 
cffEE 3TETRFR ER 4 R^cT 3T14RT ffft 44 rReIRWER 44! EcRE ft Rft 3TERE f4lf4 ft! 

Rft fftET ET W I RlE RRf ft 3TTR)ft ft mR RR 4f4R ERE 4!RT Em 4 RTEET ft ^EEH 

ft ER 4 RETR ft EFT4 e 44 EREfft 3TT4ft, FEfeTR, f4ftf4r ERE 44fT ft RteTR ft ft! 

Eftm EERT 3REREE? f| 

(ii) RfRT ?#IRT 3TEEP 3TE!4 tRER (4!oh 4^), RTEfk MldWlft 3TE!f4RER (3TftRREER) 

3t 4 ^ERTE %RT REfcE 3TE!%RER (RRRERR} ft EFEE! ft! EfJE Ef4f4 4 FE ERE 4 Eft ftsft 
STTEfto ft! 4k [4Hf4Rs(d %4! RR EFRft ER Rft: 

(RT) 3TTRRR ERE ft REkTR ft fefR 90 RfrfER ERFE 1414f4k! EERT EFRfrT ERE t i 

(e) 4!RRRft ^4 ft 3 t^er, 4!ee f4ftm ere 4trt f4m 5' Eft ft mm ft wm RF fW4T ft! 

El4! Rife’s’ i t^fft fmft 5 Eft ft mm RRcW r4! t, FEfeTR. RRTER e4 2004-05 ft feTR, 

mm ERE 4TET fftm 2 Eft ft ETETfm mm ft SEER RF fftftm ft!. ET FTEft 11 


1 



3 






(ii) 

(Hi) 


' mftamif A araitei W TOH *51 TO ^ ft> to irff toH3T W ^ ™ fto? 

teHT * sgw? ftto 5 te a tot 1 qcfra 

ter ter tft ate wn -i wn 3Rmtmr wraf t ate ft 55 ®?. ^ •'?" ^ 53 fli(5 ' 1 ^ 

<j> -.f to vitot "to a to ' r<5r ' r ^' 

■ > • .1 

;, J5 >« tor * ft, to ton fca* Tf, m m te m smi terete fj* 

te ™p, ^ttt, TOft, ste 90 stftor tot tote ®fR ^ 20M-05 *to 
* ansiR ircS-to ftoto to tom torn to toto tot <ft aqte ^ ^ 5 1 ? ?f^^ 

_ OTite atete to W ato few tl (R^R. WcH 2004-05 * to'tofo-riftoto.to ^ 

,*» tototft ^ totolte a #(T to t ft 

2 .- * *m m *««™r * JR '£ i £ RZii7 ** l * 

ft^to<RfteiRto*to*toSi^ toft * toto te^ai R ?* R^rowgw w 

4.4. -a«i«i«i awnniwow# alh ^n»W» am rtMtef-TO^r Mir * n»*w ^ soomb 

$ fte fftmffttor rater arawi ^ to ar-ste w rjR<to ^ A __w * 

( i) $&$ ten * nte * to im ft ter tote-^ te wj^I 

irate to srsjttT ter aTOR w 90 TjRnmr aft ww ate toR ^ to ^ ^ ^ 

t ^Q4aiteatotoffttofttto*toteante■* fm ^^ ^. 

4 * ft te anw * 90 nte aft ’ 

L? engrai arr asr t, rato ftto ^nwtei ate^l ^ ^ ^ afte wra . ^ ^ 

^ffq T$ ij|4(^ ( t) ^ ^l • ':': 

. «« t sre vn t m ora w ft. ?<r iora <i» ^ ? ,. w * s, 2^. 3i ^.,!f5 

Lis W^i 2004^1^^ % WTtaffr fte ^ 3^ 5^ 1*IH WT ^ 

S^.^wSTaTS ^ ^ ^ * *W 

^ mste* % teteft ^ an^t * ’Rra * W^L 5^ ’ ram ^ ^ 

cZr<3^l%T (^ u U 7 ^TT 11 

a* teiiaif ?>> vi-raSI ttefto $ to 'rfteto # vi «St i i#te^ ^ to ^ ^ -S^f*, 

5 *SSR?aStto **}' 

62 ntepte * vm W ^ toto& ii aarar to aM wtei #to(to to ^ $ jljSt£ 

f^T 7]T7 f^aff JR f^TS f^R^t ^ t I 

71 TiTcr^nrT T^3Wt^ ^ ftoiT to ^strt ^ atofe Trara^ ^ 

La ^ 90 tewto*t«r * 

“ ; -ft,«, irt ««< >‘i^S'^SS' STjEES £ T * 

<$><§& zm ^ TOftiT? ^1% -«^Ibi.W«it ♦ 1 ^. ^ift ^feRT ^ ?ratf 

fen? arafR 2005 %. ^ ^ ^ fa arf^T #TTT WRcT R^ $ feR 

SHStSss^ 

fcWT^RI ■■'■■■■■.•'■■.■ 
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7.2. Riaftftft 7R 7J? qR H^cKTT TRcRf 3>t y^cTTfcTcT SReR 7ff 2005-06 ef f^R 3ERJ7R, 2005 

f rtr 3 Rf ft fcR fcRfaRi wz Mf $3 1m w t 

7.3. fRl f*7R 3W cft^ f? tR3Mtft 7f ^7T ^T^cTRJ eft qf 2005-06 ft fcR ftR uftf *R 

R?R7T 11 ^RtR^t 5^ tRRR 3>t Tff 2004-05 7f fcR q?ct ft cRf 3RHt<R SRR 3R ^T tl ffc?ct ^ 
{fr®cf 5 qqt cf 3 FRR?t 7f 3EM f) ^ 3TRR *R *TF TfcRf Bft ^ ^RRR t1 Mt ft *TT# f, 7R3fRq4l 
f cflffd RtcTt RR cRtf 6 RR Bfft RM R# ^t«TT I 

qfRqftif? f 3Rft t|fc|cft f^qf^lff qf ftjRTRT t i sffst?-^ 3?t?R ff?R ft mR<7>cH ef fcR ft 
ft SE^gt eft TftqjR cfRf f qf^ SfPTfa) Rtf. 11 BeftTI f^Rt t % '3iftR fW'. (3T9Ttcf 

ajftitT tffeh eRR q?) 7f qffqRR f ¥ltffd 3R7 Lidice frtfct 5 qqf ef 3RR?t ft 37RT? R7, <Wtf^ 
ftft dR 7R1-^ f 3f6R f #7 5R3R E7 tRR dff f I 

8. cpf 2004-05 f> feR ft feH? 7RR $R RR tRf 3^ta Tpf 2005-06 <f fcR cR cR> ^t 

t^gf cf>F fanfa feFRT W ?u rr Ref) jpJT JFRM qq ajfifa RPT f ERcR Rift ft uflcTJ WSlf ffcTR #R cR MBR 
tR3ftft£t gRT W y-RTlfcT fiftfct cfR gff afcEft tr 3?M% ft I 

9-1 _ jRTct f TT^W 5 ^cfTf, 2006 3U^fwId *Tf ?ft I ^tT f, ^ 

TR^cf f^RIt n TR3M^t f> U7?fR ^R ^t ft^Tct RfTf^ ^R^frTcRRI f^JT! 

3M3T, T^Jd RWf f RERER ^ m 2 't I 

9.2, ^dctif f feR trt f^uRl^R, RfETR ^RR RTH TTcTT? 'ft ^ # 3fftR 

fcRFi 7RR TR f^IT7 cFR^ ^ feR %T 7#fEf 3RW f^fe> 3Rfrf^RR ^ 37Pt «na^td ^ 

aft? TRaMt^t gRT lf TO) tfr 3RRRRR ^ cpRwy ^4^Jd f off M 3lte f«RT Tlftr 9IMd ufR 1 

9 . 3 . RtsfpM ^ 3?rt ERR ^ RfeT f^RI t 3?Et RRfI ^ 3RT^f ^ 3TRM TTffcT gRT vJOR RJ 

Rtt TJ^ft ^R «j l cl4)d 4? 7RRR ^ feR utfR3^ $ 7W ^ ^t t i ^ ^ ^ $ a>l4^ ^t ^ 
9tcl 3TTtftd ^ 11 ^RvR SRT 3ERR R? t^RR RR #7 3IRt% 3Tte f^eT RTf% ^ WT f, ^#7R# 

% 7T? ^tt % ^RRit iR^f^TTE!W%^Eft^wf f^f ^ I 

10.1. ddRdict , wrm $ arpR, rtreM ^ f?r ^ f^RT t «TF dd'dR ftclA 

TftERT cnt 2006-07 7^ fel? ‘ft Sj^dtRd ?7T fRRT ^ feR URIeR 1 2006 f ^J75 ftR 7?T | 


10.2 ?R r!?RRR f ^ 2005-06 ^ fcR ftjclft ^WdT ^ fcR ]RR f^RT W cRf arjft^T 2006-07 3> 
feR (l 3f^R, 2006 f ^i). \JfTf[ <& S^ffeT !RR q?t «Rlf StfcTR WJ ftR TR3fpfet |[RT 7JSJT 5R^fcR 
Rwet t|R ■$ ciKdf^97 3M>ft R7 3IR]Rd ifftI RI^Mtft eft 7J? TRfl? ft ft Rf ft W f^Wcf SltTR ^ 
mRc^c-H f feR 7R H^cfd Mlfff ''$> MRdTSft ^ 7TE7 «ltf 3tt? Rftf f Rf ^ eft RT^t efR I 

ii. ^ mt t f fffr 'e5i4ciTff7n ^ yitf^TR cf f wmi 11 w 

NM 3fR RStt ?T7T ff? 7R deft cf? TTR yiflte qff 7ft 3RR ^ fw uTRR | f sfR fffft fsRfTIR 
http://tariffauthority.gov.in tR ft BReRT |t ] 

\ 

12 f?T wti ^t chlfcllft' ^ im 7RR eft ^RT ef TRf f, PtMlelRsJcl fMt ff^tR ^ fcR W&Z 
ftcttt: 

(i) ?7f ftyRI q? snftm ffffR m\ eft W^T |q qSRT Ttfffrr 5RRe? ffaRT 3tfcR «fR 3tW, 

2000 f fftlfcT 7ft Tjf ft! TRftftft ?RI 7?£f[ B? ftuRT Bft f Bctft ?ft t ^ f 

Tfcp-TRi f cRpif ^ 90 qff?m 7ft BR5ISRT 7f q]f f RdB gRI cRTt? M ?lf .ffft ^ft ^t 
Wt'geh't M qtRlft ft eft^ ^7R 3fNfctRt 3f2RI ftfchR^' Riff If ft 11 








tm in— - are,4]' 


MRW WiT iMW* : 


(ii) 


(Hi) 


tot *. ara TOiPw mti *> .**»•* 4 waftra^ 

9 ^ 2004-65 at, 200 (Mr * fHi *»* * «™ **&* W™ 1 **™™ 

% w&a foot sji fa 


■s;trta?S! 75 ;'Rsrsa?aJ 5 ss 

it\ . .... ;■■'■, ^ ' ■ ,,.' ' •■ //:•■;.. 

«, 5* sraraa faq tnBjMfS 

S&7**$tt+**** »* * «*» **■ f* 

m#(,3W 90 5te ^ W ^ ^ l ' 


ry ^ 1 swa h*»*s 

afaHaw!^ if arctf * feta ’rata ^ ^ M a ft ^. w , ii _, * 

* -e-™, 5m„=p,^Ra at; ftf* aaawifta«!M w ; $wr wwfajifa 

amwS atafa Mi * vfim <1 ■#* trtw tabprwa *n.. 

fvfT gJT 3jfa 3fli 3f*} 4 il<iH Wtff ^ l 

ft- ^ <wM iimSti# ; *« **" 

si^fpaf^otatwoi^^i^fta!’P bW®^ fm^m-m ; - •. • 

SSSSSS**^ ”;:., 

, m afft 

m? war ^ 


f $ 
wit 


op*.Upf-ftst.ftaP * owl fWt 
tpaMtft at ’fin,«^ tas# afi n ¥ * ;•* *? ■ 

arit'SSSSS Si'S ^»jS 

a?^ 3 ts ;ws« «-ss ws^* - *- 

WKlftiR W^t. t^WT «IT 1 .....'■ 

, . , . ... g™ ,no2 * afto at anft tfl att atfra at «a ^ aa& * faj 

aaajw faiftr a> aswft «w ®“ -. „ *_;», M a ^as-niaS it amit a* aro?"r a> 
^ asa it aM trafBflt ararawt fat fa* ataaiP ra»wa a a^are a a» 


\U&-4U a ?"-'JL 
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ft ggsftM ftr'i 3trjto, 2004 ft RR<ft tot Rft ftt to? sifftroR sir ffttre Rrof sifte 
W fftg Rift RR fftfftR Ref cfl^ WT TOT mfftTOR ft OJR, 2004 ft 3TTftR ft fftg gg Mr ft 

R^TTO ffcrfrf ft, gg3frfr$ ftt ReTTF ftt RTeft t fft TO TO? 3lftft ft fog TOJeT 

ftt gft 3?foR fftR R^T TTrfRSfr wfteRl/yft<ttl 3NflRu^lft ftt TOTO? Rft t 

(iv) fttR RfftR 3TTOR fofteTR 31 ft) fo TOM ft RlfR Rlftf ft RTOR cJtT Ref ftt RT^ TOft TO ft 
3IFTfaT '6d\i ftt! RcTORTR, fttR RfftR 3TTOR fftftcTR 3T#foggR (fttgRfttfg), TOfR Rgfoj 
^ci'Wlfl 3WfftlTOM (3TTftgRTOR) 3fo gRRR tel gftTOT 3lft)foTOH (WW) 3jfa TOR ft 
tfTO-ft) ftt ft^TO ^rWct ft, gRR gfoTfocT TOft WI ^ftefT zrp# ^ 90 yfftgjR TOftf ftggu| eft 

sift fftfftfe TOft ft wft ft Rftt TOftror afotftiTOM'f 3 Rrotfft to g^ ftt i tot ggft to grft g ftTO i 

3Rltfftg?H! 3ft? TOR ft fttR RTRfft ft 3RTO TO, ggoftfttftt ft 3Tgft!R TO TO? RfftTOR ft RRTeR. Rft 
2004-05 ft> feR 1 3TRJTO, 2004-05 ft TOfR TOftf ft RTO U I eft TOT fftfoR ?Tcf ftt TOT Sift TO RRft 
3igfttTO TOR (ftqi SIT fft fftfft eflRfft^ 3TTRftt ft ft^ft ft 3lfftg RRJ fft^ffftr R?ft RTR Rjft 

RiftfkR tor tor Rig i 

Mofi ft srgft^ 3 ft? Rftt TOtroT3ft ft gftt w# ft 3irr to urtcr eft 2004-05 ft fftg rf Rgft 
3?gftftR 3Tgcftf ft wciid-i gft srsftr 2005-06 sft? 2006-07 ft ferq fftwifoi ft fftgr tot rt i 

"tjfft TOfgi RFft ftt RTeTSRT ftt Sift fftfftfftR TOft ft fog ftgelftt ftuHl ft ftfttRR ffttfft ftR 
WeR gft ft Tfft ft RF£ fft?TT RT ^FI t, 3ft? ^Tft TOte ^?T RTOIT T? RTOfft eTOF TO 
"gft t, ffteig FT jftftTO®T ft gftTH ftRFT ft ^ Rft ftf RlfftR Iftg Rift ft foig 3ftftl 

3TgftlTO FR Ref T? TOR fftR t fft TORfcR> 3Tlftft ft Reft ft 3TfrR RTO W% TOft 

w gft rt^ fftgr utr 1 ftrRft ftron ft ftftro ftr ft ft srgftffter "gg3ftftft ft 

ftftfftcT TOTOT ft RlffteT f^TT RTTcfT 11 

(v) TOftftft FNT '3FRT TOT ^FRT gftFT Rf^TOR gTO fWftl ft 3?gRR 3Tfftg fttFT q^f^cl 
TOft ft fcTT TOf c[ftf ftf 3?ftt ft f^R fftlfft 3ftRft ftt 3TggR3eRTT 11 Rf^TTOR RR W% ^ 
ft 3T3RR ft m 3Tsftr 3ftRR ftftcf? eRR TO 3ft? 3lkcT ftsftT-gcf fft?R f f^R fft^ iftR 
gftf ft 3TTTOft ftt 3TOTOTOn ftft 11 

fteft 3Rt ft 3TTTOft ftt RgeTSTefT ft TOTT ft FftftTTO, gR3ftM ft fftfft ft efft ft TOR5J 3TTRft 
ft 3TOR TO ‘TOTOR gft 2004-05 ft feR 3ffftT #R ft ft^TOR ftt 3Tggftl ftft TO 3?gftR fftRT 11 

gft gfftgT srggft gft ft ftrg to 3 FRTft to tortf fftro tot tf rf rr fft&ft tor toT ft 

3ftroft ftf TORT TOft ft feig g#TOR IRT fftft% ftroft gR ft 3TfHN 3ffcm ftftiT ft 

gfftroR ft ferg fftjft gfR gft ft softft torw gft ft Rift i 

tot % to ftfggsftft? ftt ft^ro fftftt toItot ft ftft arorfar gft wft 11 fttgg3ftftr ft torr ^ 
2004-05 ft ferg teft ft gft ft 3nftft to IftTO TO?ft ft f?ig ftnfttTOt ft ft gro orsftr ftsftT-gft 
fftro rto ft ftro ft gg3ftftft ft to ftt rto# ^tto ftt t i to^ TOrft gft Rft tot snroft ^ 
3ftRR RRR TO ft ftftTOR ft feig ftt RT^fftg Rift ft t^R fftRT t ft TOT ft^fttTO ft ft^TOR ft 
fftg RR gft ftt 3Tftft ft fftg fftT^ 3TTTO^ RTORT 11 

sifftg ftftn Mfftr TOft rto rr gft ft 3ro>ft[ to fftro TOft ft gro rkr 3rr-3rr 
TO t ft fftRcTT3ft ftt TOTTO TOR t i 

1 

■ p 

affftg ftt ft to ggRft ft Iftg RTfftR fftfftR ftriftteft ft fftrg fftfftR tor 3Rf^ ft oftroft to fftro 
tor Rigro gfti ftR i TOfftig, rirrrr $R groroeTT ft fftrg, rr gft ft srrrogt ftt 3rftarT 
Reft 3#g W1 fttR ft gfftTOR ft RlffteT Rftt ftnfttcftt ft feig RRR 3Rtl ft feig g4<Wei ft 
RftfteT STtroft TO fftro fftRT RRT t i 



[wrill—'gro4] 




2005-06'^ 2006—07 * ft* W™ j # ^ 5^*X5* S^OT 

fa, o*r 3^ hot ^ * 8HHR m aftra # wm *.« ot?J *3^ »«' 

cf>? ^<*>1 "t I - t ; * * ' ‘. ■ ■';"' ^v-:' 

ct, fafa * «4 h>iK , f* OT9 * wnw # 20M-P5 * 2006-07 ^ 

fto ^ toot fli M*ra ft!w.«im-*i ^ ftfet ^IMs.sjtaH jNot^ «raft*ii awft *. 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
. Case No. TAMF/55/2004 - MOPT 


Mormugao Port Trust (MOPT) 


Applicant 


ORDER 

(Passed on this 29th day of December 2006) 


This case relates to a proposal received from the Mormugao Port Trust (MOPT) for 
revision in the Efficiency Linked Tariff (ELT) Scheme. 

2.1. This Authority had passed an Order on 24 November 1998 prescribing an efficiency linked 
increase in the vessel related charges at the MOPT. The ELT scheme was revised by this Authority vide 
its Order dated 31 August 2000. This scheme was also incorporated in the Scale of Rates notified by this 
Authority in September 2002. 

2.2. The MOPT found that in most of the cases inspite of high loading rate achieved at the 
MOHP, many vessels exceeded the cut-off limit prescribed under the scheme due to delay in aggregating 
of cargo by the Shippers. Consequently, the port had to forgo its incentive on account of reasons not 
attributable to the port thus resulting in financial loss (if compared to premium earned under the original 
ELT Scheme). It had, therefore, represented to this Authority to review the formula for excluding the pre- 
berthing detention time attributable to the Shippers. 

2.3. While rejecting the representation of the MOPT for a review of the existing ELT Scheme, 
this Authority had, inter alia , observed that the financial loss reported by the MOPT was in fact the 
notional loss in reference to what the port would have earned under the notional scheme. As regards 
delay in aggregating of cargo by the Shipper, this Authority in its Order dated 20 September 2001 
observed that the possible delay in aggregating cargo by the shipper should be tackled by the port 
operationally. The port could admit only such vessels to enter the port, which had adequate cargo for 
loading at the stack-yard, as certified to that effect by the concerned shipper. 

3.1. In order to tackle the possible delay in accumulating the cargo, the MOPT had issued a 
circular on 24 December 2002 conveying to the trade that the turnaround time for the purpose of the. ELT 
Scheme would be reckoned from the time of availability of adequate cargo i.e. 90% of the parcel size in 
the stack-yard. With reference to this circular, the Goa Mineral Ore Exporters Association (GMOEA) and 
Mormugao Ships’ Agent’s Association (MSAA) had submitted representations alleging that the MOPT had 
changed the method of computation of actual turnaround time without approval of the TAMP and had, 
therefore, requested this Authority to order withdrawal of the circular issued by the MOPT with 
retrospective effect. 

3.2. The MOPT in September 2003 had earlier filed a proposal for revision of the ELT 
Scheme which was processed following the usual consultative process. At the joint hearing held in this 
case, the MOPT was advised to analyse the figures relating the last five years, which form the cut-off 
limit, to identify the cases in the past not satisfying the newly introduced condition and to forward an 
agreed proposal within a month in consultation with GMOEA and MSAA. 

3.3. In response, the MOPT requested to maintain status quo and stated that revised agreed 
proposal would be filed after two months. This Authority, therefore, passed an Order on 22 June 2004 
closing that case as withdrawn and decided to consider the revised proposal when received afresh. In 
the said Order, this Authority held that the port may admit only such vessels which have 90% of parcel 
size at stack-yard; however, while introducing such a condition affecting the actual performance, a 
corresponding change should also be made in computing the benchmark level. However, since the 
MOPT had requested to maintain status quo, this Authority did not find it necessary to dwell on this issue 
further and allowed the MOPT to continue with the ELT scheme approved in the Order of August 2002. 
The revised proposal was to be considered afresh. 





[Wffi—■«TO-4! 


immrmt : vmtm 

- jr« . . . ■ ' -■ ■ ■ „ . -f--- 


4.1. In this back-drop, the MOPT has submitted the proposal in September 2004 ter revision 

of the ELT Scheme. ^ , ■■ ' « ■. ' 

4.2. The MOPT has made the following submissions in.its proposal: • 

(i) . The ELT formula prescribed by the TAMP suggested five year period for calculation of 

“cut-off limit" so foa| ^variations In waking time Of vessels get everted out over a period 
of five years, the waitfhg time of vessels on account Of pon-acoumuiatipn of any cargo, 
has, however, gone abnormally h&h during the year 2002-03 as a rebuff it does ffot get 
evened out thus creating anomalous situation. Applying the cut-off limit based Oh five 
years date wit! pose a serious problems to the port in tem* of toss of revenue, therefore, 
it is essential to revise the formula for computation of cut-ii^Hrtnlit: - 

(ii) . The joint committee constituting members from toe Goa Mineral Ore Exporters’ 

Association (GMOEA), Indian National Shipowners' Association (WSA) arid toe 
Mormugao Ships* Agent's Association (MSAA) have held severatmeetfngs in 
and have come to a consensus on the following 



(a). The 


of 90% cargo accumulation for toe 


of arrival tone is 



As per the TAN^ formula, toe average cut-off finfo has to be worked dut based 
on toe date for past 6 years. Since toe data ate riot avaiiafcie for «te past 5 
years* for the operational year 2004-05, toe cut-off Wt may be worked out 


(c). On the representation of toe users to rework the cut-off time, baaed on foe pid 
formula prescribed by this Authority, toe port heldfovte# foatff cook* rtetltectone 
as toe past ddtafor 5 years as per TAMpte :&T Schema to rtet awplaMfo 
Further; due to- more mmflter of vessete* arriving now without ecctaiiifotei^Of v 
cargo, anabnbfmaHty has cqmfoA ;^ite||f 
Port also would incurheavy lossfor no faaff of ft 


4.3. The MOPT has pointed out that it wifi incur heavyfinam^ m^orityOfve^ if 

the existing ELT Scheme is all o w e d to fcontimie. It has, therefore, nsguestetf to approve revt^ of tor ; 
existing ELT Schenfo wifo itemilfoiltoeWveSs^^^ 00% cargoand fo^g toe bat-^ff^rhe ? 

berthing detention based Wri the past fete years-data for toe year 2004-05. Accordingly, the average Cut¬ 
off limit for pre-berthing detention was worked out at 0.8f days for toe opemtiOnte^pte:20O^0^' ,,, Tlw-. • 
MOPT has informed that the relevant users have agreed to conskler arriyai time of veajtel atoefcof 
cargo is accumulated in the steck^fori and to stork out cut-off ^ bertitol on toe pa#2. yeeto* ac&tefo 
The minutes of the J6irit#foftetittee mBefotg also cbnfifntethis portion. ’ ^ * 


1, arte the consensus posteon reported by the MOPT, 

f. 2004-05: 


(i) . The pre-berthing detention time included in the turnaround ten© fortoepurpose of ELT . 

Scheme will be reckoned from the time of availability of adequate cargo ie 90% of parcel 
size in the stack-yard and ready for shipment. 

(ii) . Cut-offlimit for the year 2004-05 to be WOrtfod out 

(iii) . Since a condition about availability of 90% of parcel size at $ta*?yaii* tefo^be applted.for 

measuring actual performance, the same yardstick ^otik# be maintained white 
determining toe cut-off time with reference to toe past actutea.. ; ; ; • 

5. in the meanwhile, there was a reference from the GMO^A ffointing out that the MOPT 

continues to implement toe ELT Scheme as per its circular issued in the year 2002 despite the fact that 
this Authority in its Order dated 22 June 2004 has specifically ordered to maintato eWtus quo and 
continue the ELT Scheme as prescribed in its exisSngSOR. The M0PT has teSo rejected teijqwtfor 
refund of the all charges wrOngly collected by it in view of wrong fhterpreteSioo df toe TAMFS Order. 
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Since the MOPT intends to continue the ELT Scheme as per its earlier circular without giving effect to the 
said TAMP Order, it has requested this Authority to intervene and clarify the matter. It has been decided 
to deal with this reference aiongwith the instant proposal filed by the MOPT. 

6.1. Accordingly, a copy each of the proposal of the MOPT and the reference received from 
the GMOEA were circulated to various concerned port users / representative bodies of port users for their 
comments. The reference received from the GMOEA was also forwarded to the MOPT seeking their 
comments. We have not received any pointed response from the MOPT so far in this regard. 

6.2. We have not received comments on the MOPT proposal from any users other than the 
GMOEA. A copy of the comments received from the GMOEA was forwarded to the MOPT as feedback 
information. The MOPT has not furnished any specific comments on the points made by the GMOEA. 

7.1. Subsequently, the MOPT has informed that the cut-off limit under the ELT Scheme for 
the operational year 2004-05 was computed based on the past two years actuals and reckoning 
availability of 90% cargo at stack-yard ready for shipment. The ad hoc approval to this condition in the 
ELT Scheme is going well without any complaint from GMOEA, MSAA and INSA. Since the case has not 
been finalised and the scheme was to be applied from October 2005 for the operational year 2005-06 
also, it has requested this Authority to extend the ad hoc approval to the existing scheme for the year 
2005-06. It has stated that two main parameters for determining the cut-off limit i.e. average pre-berthing 
waiting time per ship and average daily loading rate based on past 3 years data works out to 0.69 days 
and 57461 million tonnes respectively to be reckoned with for the operational year 2005-06. 

7.2. The letter of MOPT was forwarded to the concerned user organisations for obtaining their 
comments for implementing the proposed arrangement from October 2005 onwards for the operational 
year 2005-06. 

7.3. The Goa Chamber of Commerce and Industry agrees to accept this proposal of the 
MOPT for the year 2005-06 the TAMP has already granted ad hoc approval to the proposal for the year 
2004-05. It is only extension of the same principle on the basis of past three years (in the absence of past 
5 years data). In any case it does not have any cost effect on the vessels loaded at MOHP. 

The GMOEA has reiterated its earlier comments. It has no objection to accept past two years data for the 
computation of average pre-berthing detention time. It has, however, pointed that the other parameter 
involved in the computation of the “cut-off limit” formula (i.e. average daily loading rate) should be based 
on the past 5 years data and not on the past 2 years data since these two elements of the formula are 
independent ones and do not influence each other. 

8. It was decided to allow the ad hoc approval granted for the ELT for the year 2004-05 to 

continue for the year 2005-06 subject to determination of cut-off limit based on the immediate past three 
years' actuals as proposed by the MOPT till the subject proposal is finally disposed off. 

9.1 A joint hearing in this case was held on 5 July 2006. At the joint hearing, the MOPT 

introduced the proposal. The GMOEA made a slide presentation on the MOPT proposal reiterating its 
earlier submission. Apart from this, at the joint hearing the MSAA made its submissions. 

9.2. As decided in the joint hearing, Mormugao Port Trust was advised to hold further 
discussion with the Goa Mineral Ore Exporters’ Association for considering the pre-berthing detention 
time on a five year average and about refund of excess billing made in the past due to non-adjustment of 
norm by MOPT. 

9.3. The MOPT in reply has informed that it had convened a meeting with the GMOEA to 
discuss and sort out all the issues raised by them including alleged non-supply of information. It has 
forwarded a copy of the minutes of the said meeting. As regard the pre-berthing detention time adopted 
by the port and the alleged excess billing, it was unanimously agreed to leave it to the good offices of the 
TAMP to decide it one way or the other. 

10.1. Subsequently, in the line with the Earlier proposal, the MOPT has requested this Authority 

to approve the existing ELT Scheme for the year 2006-07 also since the operational year for this scheme 
was to commence from 1 October 2006. 
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10 2 This Authority allowed the ad hoc ,approval granted for the ELT Scheme for the 

2005-06 to continue for the year 2006-07 (starting from 1 October 2006) subj^to the cutoff Wt^ea 
on the immediate past four years' actuals as proposed by the MOPTV^the MOPT was 
share the relevant data used for computation of the past average with the users and rectify a mistake 

observed in the reported average pre-berthing waiting time. - ; v ■ 

' ■” _ ‘ +■ • • 

1 1. The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records at tbegjtoe 

of this Authority. An excerpt of the comments received and arguments macte by the concerned yes 
will be sent separately to the relevant parties. These details are also available at our weosrte 


12. With reference to the totality of the infomnatioh collected during foe proiswtefr *f tins 

case, the following position emerges for consideration: 

(i). * Tlje Efficiency linked tariff Scheme was last revised In August 2QOO prescribing various 
conditionalities governing this scheme. As pointed out by fee MOPT, the scheme has 
been working well since then without any major objections or complains from users - 
except the issues relating to a condition introduced by the port requiring availability of 
90% of cargo at the stack yard. 


hoc approval has also been granted to some of the modification prc 
>PT in the ELT scheme for the operational years 2004-05 .to 2006-07 p 
w to accommodate the non-avaHability of relevant past data with the port. 


by the 
i with a 


The MOPT within a year of implementing the revised ELT scheme in, the year 2000 t fajd 
pointed out that as per the approved scheme it had to forgo incentive due to reasons rot 
attributable to it but due delay in aggregating cargo by shipper, its request for review or 
the scheme was not considered favourably by this Authority and the port w® ateo 
advised to admit only such vessels to enter the port which have adequate cargo for 
loading at the stack yard. . 

(a). In order to tackle this operational issue, the MOPT ha£ issued 

December 2002 ’ conveying that the turnaround time for tti|^pufp QO)|p y» Eu 
Scheme will be reckoned from the time of availability of adequate oq||j^.<.e. 90% 

. j of the parcel size in the stack-yard. Ill 

The GMOEA had initially raised objection on introduction of this cotton by foe 
MOPT without the approval of the TAMP. In this regard, this Alwwrrtyin its 
earlier Order Number TAMP/63/2OO3-M0PT dated 22 June 2004 had cfenfied 
that the condition introduced by the port was based oq foe teredton of this 
! Authority to the port to tackle the issue of delay in aggregating of cargo 

I operationally and admit only such vessels Into the pert weh hpe^f^fequate 

! cargo for loading at the stack yard; It was observed that sweatee port had found 

j that availability of 90% of tap parcel^stee ^ 

Nevertheless, since the MOPT had requested to maintain statesquofoia 
! Authority had directed foe MOpT to continue with foe (then) oondttws 

| prescribed in foe Scale of Rates of the MOPT titt final dpcisfon is taken on foe 

T revised proposal to be received from the port in this regard. 

(L There appears to be some confusion on interpretation of this Order. The MOPT 
h4s continued to implement the ELT Schemeas per its circular issued tn foe y^r 
December 2002 till the ad hoc approval was given to this specific condition from 
1 October 2004 despite foe fact that this Authority in its Order of June 2004 had 
specifically required foe port to maintain states quo and continue the ELT 
Scheme as prescribed in its (them existing SOR. The MOPT has rejected tijft 


/^s 4#? 
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request of the GMOEA for refund of all the charges collected by it in view of a 
wrong interpretation of the Order. 

The GMOEA and the MOPT could not arrive at any consensus on the issue of 
excess billing for the past period due to different interpretation of the Order and 
have unanimously agreed to leave the matter to be resolved by this Authority. 

The Order of June 2004 held that the port may admit only such vessels which 
have 90/o of parce! size at stack-yard; however, while introducing such a 
condition affecting the actual performance, a corresponding change should also 
be made in computing the benchmark level. The MOPT had not made any 
corresponding adjustment in the benchmark level while effecting this condition 
about stacking of adequate cargo in the actual performance. 

Since the objections of the users were found to have force and also at the 
request of the MOPT, June 2004 Order required status quo to be maintained and 
directed the port to continue to apply the conditions of the ELT scheme as 
prescribed in its Scale of Rates approved in August 2002. 

In view of this position, the application of the specific condition by the MOPT 
about accumulation of cargo at the stack yard in the actual performance without 
making any corresponding adjustment in the benchmark level for the 
T per ' od from date issue of Circular in December 2002 till this 

Authority granted specific ad hoc approval to this condition with effect from 1 
October 2004 is not found to be in line with the decision of this Authority in its 
Order of June 2004. That being so, the MOPT is advised to refund the excess 
billing made for this period to the respective user / user associations. 

The Goa Mineral Ore Exporters 1 Association had initially raised objection on introduction 

renrwspntpH hu .° h f a accum u |atl on of adequate cargo. Subsequently, in the joint committee 
represented by the members of the Goa Mineral Ore Exporters’ Association (GMOEA) 
Indian National Shipowners’ Association (INSA) and the Mormugao Ships’ Agent's 
Association (MSAA) and the port, all the user associations have come to a consensus 
about stipulating a condition of ,90% cargo accumulation at the stack yard while 
computing the turn around time. Based on the consensus amongst all the user 
ssociation and the port on this issue, this Authority on the request of the MOPT had 

1 1 [a n^ 6 h dd onnj 3 n£T al t0 this specific condition of accumulation of adequate cargo from 
1 October 2004-05 for the operational year 2004-05 subject to the condition that the 

fhTJTasf actuals Sh ° Uld be maintained whi,e determining the cut-off time with reference'to 

This ad hoc approval for the operation year 2004-05 was also extended for the 
subsequent two operational years i.e. 2005-06 and 2006-07 based on the request of the 
port and consensus of all the users. 

Since the modification in the ELT scheme stipulating the condition of availability of 
adequate cargo is already being implemented for the last three operational years and all 

users h ?? g,ven con6ensus to this arrangement, this Authority is inclined 
to grant final approval for incorporation of this condition in the existing ELT scheme 

the . c h ond ' tlon that the same yardstick should be applied while determining the 

nrn noM H K en °fi° the paSt actuals ' This amen dment in the ELT scheme is 
incorporated in the revised Scale of Rates of the MOPT approved recently. 

Another issue brought out by the MOPT is about non-availability of past data for five 
years period for computing the cut-off limit as per the formula prescribed by this Authority 
There are two elements i.e. average daily loading rate and average pre-berthinq 
deten ion for which past five years data are to required to be considered P as per the' 
formula prescribed by this Authority. ^ 
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In view of the constrain! in the availablUty pf data for the past period, 
requested to allow the computation of cut-off limit for the operational year 2004-05 based 
on the data available ftr the past two years. The same procedure is proposed to be 
adopted for the subsequent years also till the time the data for the past fiveJJ®* 
becomes available for computation of cut-off limit as per the ELT formula prescribed y 

this Authority reckoning the past five years data. 

None of the users havi raised any objection on this point except the GMOEA. The 
GMOEA has also agre4 to the suggestion of the MOPTto consider the past too years 
data for the operational year 2004-OS a* regards one of the parameters i.e. pre-betming 
detention time. But it has expressed reservation to extend this logic for comput atio n of 
average loading rate on, the grounds teat the past data for five years penod are available 

for computing this parameter. 

. The main reasons for considering past five years data while prescribing cut-off limit 

based is to even out the variations in the individual years. * - ' ; 

It is not found appropriate to consider the data for a different time period for’ 
parameters involved for arriving at the cut-off limit. Hence for sake of simphcity and 

uniformity, the data pertaining to the past is considered for the same * 

parameters involved in the computation of cut-off limit requiring the past five years data. 

Infact, this Authority has already granted ad hoc approval to the computation ofcut-off 

limit on this basis allowing the MQPT to consider past data for two ^rs, 

four years respectively for the operational years 2004-05, 2005-06 and .2006-07 in the 

absence of availability of past five years data. 

In view of this position, the approval granted on. an ad hoc basis in Bits ra^rtI for the, 
operational years 2004-05 to 2006-07 is regularised. It has to be recognized th at this 
approval is only for an interim period till the data relating for the past five years penod 
becomes available with the port. 

For the operation of the ELT scheme for the year 2007-08, data for the past fiveyearewill 
be available with the port and hence the ELT formula as prescribed by this Authonty ca 
be applied from the operational year 2007-08 onwards. 

3 In the result, and for the reasons given above, this Authority grants t0 JJ^ 

modification in the ELT scheme prescribed in Note No. 13 under Notes common to Section (C) I a d 
arlier approved on ad hoc basis and approves the following other decisions; 

“(i). The Note No. 13 (ii) under Section <lj and (II) ««der Part4 V^l 

prescribed In the Scale of Rates approved In August 2°02 fed^atod^and 
substituted by the following In the revised Scale of Rate* approved on 30 October 

2006: 

The turnaround time for the purpose of ELT scheme will be redmedjr^n toe 
time of availability of adequate cargo i.e. 90% of the parcel size mthe sfadcyard 
and ready for shipment on the basis of stock declared by the concerned 
exporter and close at the time of departure from berth on completion of cargo 

operation. * 

(ii) The ad hoc approval granted earlier to the ELT scheme for the operational years 20044)5 
to 2006-07 is regularised. 

/jij\ the MOPT is advised to refund the excess billing made by 3 pplying the conditon erf 

W Cumulation of adequate cargo for the period from introduction of »»»^*** 

port till effective date of implementation Of the ad hoc approval given to the scheme 
earlier for the year 2004-05. 

A. L. BONGIKWAR, Chairman 
; [AVDT/ IH/IV/143A)6-Exty.] 
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